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RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 

There are no related appeals known to appellant or appellant's representatives. 

REQUIREMENTS UNDER 37 C.F.R. 1.192: 

(1) STATUS OF CLAIMS 

Claims 1-10 are pending in this application. Independent claim 1 stands rejected under 
the provisions of 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being obvious over U.S. Patent No. 6,105,014 to 
Ramsden et al. (hereinafter "Ramsden"). Claims 1-10 on appeal are set forth in Appendix A 
attached to this brief. 

(2) STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 

Appellant responded to a non-final rejection on October 17, 2003 by submitting an 
Amendment which has been considered and entered into the record. 

(3) SUMMARY OF CLAIMED INVENTION 

The present invention concerns a methodology in which parcels can be delivered to the 
location of an intended recipient, securely received within a receptacle at such location, and 
automatically register the placement of the parcel within the receptacle after it has been secured 
therein. In accordance with the claimed method, packages can be delivered and securely kept at 
the recipient's home, regardless of whether anyone is home to accept and retain the delivery. 

See, e.g., 6:19-21 
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In accordance with claim 1, a method for a carrier to deliver a parcel to a secure 
receptacle at the location of an intended recipient is recited. See, e.g., 3:5-6, 7:19-20. The parcel 
is provided to the carrier together with delivery instructions. See, e.g., 7:5-7, 11:11-16. The 
carrier is then dispatched with the parcel to the location of the intended recipient in accordance 
with delivery instructions. See, e.g., 7:5-7, 11:11-16, Fig. 4, step 214. The location of the 
intended recipient corresponds to an address of the intended recipient included with the delivery 
instructions. See, e.g., 9:1-7. Upon reaching the intended destination, the carrier accesses the 
receptacle, see, e.g., 8:14-21, 11:17-21, Fig. 4, step 216, places the parcel within the receptacle, 
see, e.g., 8:1-4, Fig. 4, step 224, and secures the receptacle, see, e.g., 8:12-13, Fig. 4, step 228. 
The carrier is thereafter permitted to make further deliveries at additional locations. See, e.g., 
13:6-9, 13:18 through 14:3. After securing the parcel within the receptacle, the placement of the 
parcel within the secure receptacle is automatically registered. See, e.g., 9:8-12, Fig. 4, step 230. 

(4) ISSUE PRESENTED ON APPEAL 

The sole issue presented in this appeal for review by the Board is whether the invention 
recited in claim 1 would have been obvious to one of skill in the art under 35 U.S.C. Section 
103(a) over the disclosure of Ramsden. 

(5) GROUPING OF CLAIMS 

Claims 1-10 are grouped together. 

(6) ARGUMENT 
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The Examiner relies upon an overly broad reading of Ramsden in rejecting all claims as 
being obvious in view of Ramsden, and confuses the actions of the person dropping a parcel off 
for delivery by a carrier with the actions of the carrier in handling such packages. A brief review 
of portions of the Ramsden patent clearly illuminates that there are substantial differences over 
Ramsden in the way in which the claimed method is carried out. 

A. Claimed Invention Is Fundamentally Different Than Ramsden 

Ramsden always has packages placed in a secure receptacle by a sender for subsequent 
pick-up by a carrier , as the Examiner has noted. However, the claimed invention differs 
substantially from the methodology discussed in and suggested by Ramsden, because it is the 
carrier who is dispatched to the location of a secure receptacle in accordance with instructions 
associated with the parcel to deliver it to the intended destination . It is also the carrier who is 
advised of the location of the secure receptacle so that the carrier can go place the package 
within it and lock the receptacle. 

In this way, a multiplicity of the secure receptacles can be arbitrarily placed throughout a 
region with the carrier being dispatched to any and all of these locations so as to deliver parcels 
to secure destination locations. 

In contrast, Ramsden does not disclose a system or method of this type. Rather, 
Ramsden has the carrier always going to a predetermined location to pick up packages that have 
been dropped off by senders. The delivery destination in the Ramsden system presumably would 
only be secure if the parcel is received by a person, but Ramden provides absolutely no 
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disclosure in that regard and therefore the entirety of the outstanding rejection, once the term 
"carrier" is accorded its proper meaning, is conjecture that is not even suggested by Ramsden. 

B. Ramsden Sends Carriers to Specific, Predetermined Locations 

The invention of Ramsden resides in handling the drop-off by customers of packages at 
an automated kiosk. Ramsden has only background-art pertinence to a delivery method as 
recited in claim 1. Ramsden is not at all concerned with the secure delivery of parcels to an 
address included in delivery instructions on a parcel. Instead, Ramsden addresses the problem of 
secure drop-off by a customer, but on the delivery side, which is the subject matter of the 
claimed invention, there is no teaching or suggestion in Ramsden that a parcel be delivered by a 
carrier and placed within a secure receptacle at the intended delivery location, nor that there be 
automatic registration of the placement of the parcel within the secure receptacle. 

The location of the drop-off facility is always a known location subject to frequent 

service by the carrier, as exemplified in the following passages from Ramsden: 

As noted above with respect to the other 
embodiments, parcels and envelopes in the storage 
area are picked up regularly by the service delivery 
persons. 

Col. 23, lines 48-50. 

The retail clerk then places the package in an 
appropriate location for subsequent pick-up by a 
commercial carrier. 

Col. 25, lines 4-6. 
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. . . and place the package or envelope 708 in a 
secure storage area until the carrier comes to pick 
up the packages and envelopes. 

One or more times each working day, the carrier 
will come around and pick up packages and 
envelopes that are received and stored for shipment 
in the manner just described. 

Col. 29, lines 17-23. In each instance, Ramsden describes centralized locations as drop-off 

points for its customers. The downstream delivery method which causes these packages to be 

delivered by the carrier is not discussed at all by Ramsden yet this is precisely the beginning 

point of the subject matter of the claimed invention. 

C. The Claimed Method Concerns Actions By A Carrier Service 

Ramsden et al.'s true teachings are inapposite to the claimed invention. 

Claim 1 concerns the actions taken by a carrier such as United Parcel Service in 
delivering a parcel to a secure location. Ramsden, by contrast, concerns the actions of an 
individual desirous of having a parceled delivered, who brings a parcel to a central facility such 
as a kiosk for later delivery by a carrier. 

The "carrier" described in the instant specification is one of several fleets of carriers that 
delivers packages. This is the conventional use of the term in this art, and Ramsden uses the 
term "carrier" in accordance with convention. 

The Examiner has read the actions taken by the "carrier," as recited in claim 1 , as being 
comparable to those taken by the individual who wishes to have a parcel delivered. However, 
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the Examiner's reading of "carrier" to be the person who drops off the package is contrary to the 
use of the term "carrier" in Ramsden . 

The Examiner distorts the teachings of Ramsden in contending that individual could 
perform the steps of the "carrier." For example, claim 1 specifies that the carrier is provided 
with a parcel, the carrier is dispatched to a location in accordance with delivery instructions 
associated with the parcel, and that such location corresponds to the address in the delivery 
instructions. In contrast, Ramsden provides a kiosk in which packages are centrally dropped off 
by customers for delivery to destinations indicated on respective packages by carriers , but there 
is no secure receptacle for receiving the packages once the parcel is thereafter delivered by the 
courier. Thus, the invention would, at a minimum, augment and complement the system of 
Ramsden. 

The carrier who is dispatched in step (a) is dispatched "with the parcel to the location of 
the intended recipient." The parcel necessarily is with carrier when the carrier is dispatched so 
that it can be placed within the secure receptacle in step (c). The individual in Ramsden does not 
perform these steps, as the Examiner seemingly contends. However, the Examiner's use of the 
actions by the individual at the kiosk as allegedly corresponding to the steps in the claimed 
delivery method completely falls apart if you consider a scenario in which the individual has two 
packages: he would have to drop one package in the kiosk and then go to some other location to 
make a further "delivery"? Surely, that makes no sense at all. Consequently, the Examiner's 
broad reading of Ramsden is untenable. 

D. Comments On Ramsden In the File History 
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In prior submissions in the subject application, Applicant has articulated various 
distinctions over Ramsden which the Board is requested to review. 



In view of the foregoing arguments, reversal of the Examiner's rejections and allowance 
of all claims is requested. 



DARBY & DARBY, P.C. 
Post Office Box 5257 
New York, NY 10150-5257 
Phone (212) 527-7700 
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Respectfully submitted. 



Reg. No. 36,195 
Attorney for Applicants 
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APPENDIX A 

1. (Previously Presented) A method for delivering a parcel by a carrier to a secure 
receptacle at a location of an intended recipient, comprising the steps of: 

(a) providing the parcel to the carrier and dispatching the carrier with the parcel 
to the location of the intended recipient in accordance with delivery instructions associated with 
the parcel, the location corresponding to the address of the intended recipient on the delivery 
instructions; 

(b) accessing the secure receptacle; 

(c) placing the parcel within the secure receptacle; 

(d) securing the secure receptacle; 

(e) permitting the carrier to make further deliveries at additional locations after 
having placed the parcel within the secure receptacle; and 

(f) automatically registering the placement of the parcel within the secure 
receptacle after the securing step. 

2. (Previously Presented) The method as in claim 1, including the additional steps of: 

reading a code on the parcel in response to the securing step; and 
storing the code in a memory. 
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3. (Previously Presented) The method as jn claim 1, the registering step including the 
additional steps of: 

accessing a remote location by a communication link; and 
conveying the placement data to the remote location; 

wherein the registering step is in response to and contemporaneously with the 

securing step. 

4. (Original) The method as in claim 1, wherein the secure receptacle has a locked state and 
an unlocked state, and wherein the accessing step includes the additional step of: 

moving from the locked state to the unlocked state in response to an authorized 

identifier. 

5. (Original) The method as in claim 4, wherein the authorized identifier is received from at 
least one of: a magnetic strip card, a key pad, and a smart card. 

6. (Previously Presented) The method as in claim 1, wherein the secure receptacle has a 
locked state and an unlocked state, and wherein the securing step includes the additional step of: 

moving from the unlocked state to the locked state after receiving the parcel. 

7. (Original) The method as in claim 1, including the additional step of generating a log 
entry in response to the accessing step. 

8. (Previously Presented) The method as in claim 1, including the additional step of 
generating a log entry in response to the securing step. 
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9. (Original) The method as in claim 1, including the additional step of generating a log 
entry in response to the registering step. 

10. (Original) The method as in claim 1, where in the placing step is performed at night. 
Claims 11-39 (Canceled) 
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